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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Arguments 

1 . Applicant's arguments filed 11/04/2009 have been fully considered and in view of 
the claim amendments are persuasive. However, after further consideration, a new 
grounds of rejection has been made In view of Blanchet (US 2004/0013130 A1). Said 
grounds of rejection Is discussed further below. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 101 

2. 35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or composition of 
matter, or any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, subject to the 
conditions and requirements of this title. 

3. Claims 35, 40 and 44 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because the claimed 
Invention Is directed to non-statutory subject matter. Said claims are directed to a 
"computer readable storage". However, absent a specific disclaimer to the contrary, the 
broadest reasonable interpretation of a claim drawn to "computer readable storage" 
Includes forms of non-statutory subject matter and transitory propagating signals per ser 
In view of the ordinary and customary meaning. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
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the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

5. Claims 1 , 1 0, 11 , 1 2, 25 and 45 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being 
unpatentable over Blanchet (US 2004/0013130 A1 , where IPv6 over IPv4 profile for 
Tunnel Setup Protocol (TSP) draft-vg-ngtrans-tsp-v6v4profile-00. July 13, 2001 . pp. 1 - 
13., hereafter v6v4, is incorporated by reference in Blanchet, [28] and where Tunnel 
Setup Protocol (TSP) draft-vg-ngtrans-tsp-00. June 2001 . pp. 1 -11, hereafter TSP, is 
incorporated by reference in Blanchet, [28]) in view of Waddington (Realizing the 
Transition to IPv6) further in view of Stevens (TCP/IP Illustrated, Volume 1 : The 
Protocols). 

6. Regarding claim 1 , Blanchet shows a method for an IPv6 enabled node 

comprising: 

transmitting a query (Blanchet, [32]) identifying the IPv6 enabled node to a server 
(v6v4, pg. 4) 

receiving, from the server, a list comprising at least one name of an IPv6 connect 
agent determined by the server based on an identifier of the IPv6 enabled node 
included in the query (where the identifier may be represented by Blanchet's showing of 
including the versions of tunneling protocols supported by the client along with the 
clients IP address; Blanchet, [32-34] and v6v4, pg. 4) the IPv6 connect agent 
connecting the IPv6 enabled node to a network containing IPv4 components (Blanchet, 
Figs. 2, 7 and [31,45]); 

the desired IPv6 connect agent being selected from the list ([29, 34] and Fig. 3A 
item 100); 
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engaging in IPv6 communication across the networl^ using the address 
(Blanchet, [29, 45]). 

Blanchet does not show all of: where the communication is through a DNS server 
and transmitting the name of a desired server/agent to the DNS server and receiving an 
address of said server/agent from the DNS server. 

Waddington shows where the communication is through a DNS server (pg. 139, 

col. 2). 

It would have bee obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to modify the disclosure of Blanchet with that of Waddington in order to utilize 
common existing infrastructure, thus easing the difficulties in providing IPv6 migration 
services (Waddington, pg. 139). 

Blanchet in view of Waddington do not explicitly show transmitting the name of a 
desired server/agent to the DNS server and receiving an address of said server/agent 
from the DNS server (pgs. 2, 10-14). 

Stevens shows transmitting the name of a desired server/agent to the DNS 
server and receiving an address of said server/agent from the DNS server. 

It would have bee obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to modify the disclosure of Blanchet in view of Waddington with that of 
Stevens in order to comply with traditional DNS querying methodologies and protocols. 
7. Regarding claim 1 0, Blanchet in view of Waddington and Stevens further show 
wherein the identifier comprises an Internet Protocol address ([42]). 
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8. Regarding claim 1 1 , Blanchet in view of Waddington and Stevens further show 
wherein the identifier comprises a Media Access Control address (Stevens, pgs. 19 - 
22). 

9. Regarding claim 1 2, Blanchet in view of Waddington and Stevens further show 
wherein the identifier comprises a character string (Blanchet, [42]). 

10. Regarding claim 25, Blanchet shows an IPv6 enabled node comprising: 

a software portion that transmits a query (Blanchet, [32]) identifying the IPv6 
enabled node to a server (v6v4, pg. 4) 

a software portion that receives, from the server, a list comprising at least one 
name of an IPv6 connect agent determined by the server based on an identifier of the 
IPv6 enabled node included in the query (where the identifier may be represented by 
Blanchet's showing of including the versions of tunneling protocols supported by the 
client along with the clients IP address; Blanchet, [32-34] and v6v4, pg. 4) the IPv6 
connect agent connecting the IPv6 enabled node to a network containing IPv4 
components (Blanchet, Figs. 2, 7 and [31 , 45]); 

the desired IPv6 connect agent being selected from the list ([29, 34] and Fig. 3A 
item 100); 

engaging in IPv6 communication across the network using the address 
(Blanchet, [29, 45]). 

Blanchet does not show all of: where the communication is through a DNS server 
and transmitting the name of a desired server/agent to the DNS server and receiving an 
address of said server/agent from the DNS server. 
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Waddington shows where the communication is through a DNS server (pg. 139, 

col. 2). 

It would have bee obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to modify the disclosure of Blanchet with that of Waddington in order to utilize 
common existing Infrastructure, thus easing the difficulties in providing IPv6 migration 
services (Waddington, pg. 139). 

Blanchet in view of Waddington do not explicitly show transmitting the name of a 
desired server/agent to the DNS server and receiving an address of said server/agent 
from the DNS server. 

Stevens shows transmitting the name of a desired server/agent to the DNS 
server and receiving an address of said server/agent from the DNS server (pgs. 2, 10- 
14). 

It would have bee obvious to one of ordinary skill In the art at the time of the 
Invention to modify the disclosure of Blanchet in view of Waddington with that of 
Stevens in order to comply with traditional DNS querying methodologies and protocols. 
1 1 . Regarding claim 45, Blanchet shows an IPv6 enabled node comprising: 

means for transmitting a query (Blanchet, [32]) identifying the IPv6 enabled node 
to a server (v6v4, pg. 4) 

means for receiving, from the server, a list comprising at least one name of an 
IPv6 connect agent determined by the server based on an identifier of the IPv6 enabled 
node included in the query (where the identifier may be represented by Blanchet's 
showing of including the versions of tunneling protocols supported by the client along 
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with the clients IP address; Blanchet, [32-34] and v6v4, pg. 4) the IPv6 connect agent 
connecting the IPv6 enabled node to a network containing IPv4 components (Blanchet, 
Figs. 2, 7 and [31,45]); 

the desired IPv6 connect agent being selected from the list ([29, 34] and Fig. 3A 

item 100); 

engaging in IPv6 communication across the network using the address 
(Blanchet, [29, 45]). 

Blanchet does not show all of: where the communication is through a DNS server 
and transmitting the name of a desired server/agent to the DNS server and receiving an 
address of said server/agent from the DNS server. 

Waddington shows where the communication is through a DNS server (pg. 139, 

col. 2). 

It would have bee obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to modify the disclosure of Blanchet with that of Waddington in order to utilize 
common existing infrastructure, thus easing the difficulties in providing IPv6 migration 
services (Waddington, pg. 139). 

Blanchet in view of Waddington do not explicitly show transmitting the name of a 
desired server/agent to the DNS server and receiving an address of said server/agent 
from the DNS server. 

Stevens shows transmitting the name of a desired server/agent to the DNS 
server and receiving an address of said server/agent from the DNS server (pgs. 2, 10- 
14). 
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It would have bee obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to modify the disclosure of Blanchet in view of Waddington with that of 
Stevens in order to comply with traditional DNS querying methodologies and protocols. 

12. Claims 6, 13, 20, 22, 23, 24, 30, 34, 35, 40, 44, 50 and 54 are rejected under 35 
U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Blanchet in view of Waddington, Stevens and 
RFC 3053 (IPv6 Tunnel Broker). 

1 3. Regarding claim 6, Blanchet in view of Waddington and Stevens show claim 1 . 
Blanchet In view of Waddington and Stevens do not explicitly show where the 

desired IPv6 connect agent is one closest to the IPv6 enabled node. 

RFC 3053 shows where the desired IPv6 connect agent is one closest to the 
IPv6 enabled node (Section 2). 

It would have bee obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to modify the disclosure of Blanchet in view of Waddington and Stevens with 
that of RFC 3053 in order to utilize additional standards developed to ease the transition 
to IPv6 addressing (RFC 3053, pgs. 1 - 2). 

14. Regarding claim 13, Blanchet shows a method for a server comprising: 
receiving a query identifying an IPv6 enabled node form the IPv6 enabled node 

(Blanchet, Figs. 4, 5, [32] and v4v6, pg. 4) 

determining at least one IPv6 connect agent based on an identifier of the IPv6 
enabled node included in the query, the IPv6 connect agent connecting the IPv6 
enabled node to a network containing IPv4 components (Blanchet, Figs. 2, 7 and 
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[31 ,45]) 

transmitting a list comprising at least one name of the IPv6 connect agent 
determined to the IPv6 enabled node (Blanchet, [29, 31-34]) 

receiving a name of a desired IPv6 connect agent from the list (Blanchet, [29, 34] 
and Fig. 3A item 100). 

Blanchet does not show all of: where the communication is through a DNS server 
and after receiving a name of said server/agent, said DNS server transmitting the 
address of the desired server/agent to the requestor/IPv6 node. 

Waddington shows where the communication is through a DNS server (pg. 139, 

col. 2). 

It would have bee obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to modify the disclosure of Blanchet with that of Waddington in order to utilize 
common existing infrastructure, thus easing the difficulties in providing IPv6 migration 
services (Waddington, pg. 139). 

Blanchet in view of Waddington do not explicitly show after receiving a name of 
said server/agent, said DNS server transmitting the address of the desired server/agent 
to the requestor/IPv6 node. 

Stevens shows after receiving a name of said server/agent, said DNS server 
transmitting the address of the desired server/agent to the requestor/I Pv6 node (pgs. 2, 
10-14). 

It would have bee obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to modify the disclosure of Blanchet in view of Waddington with that of 
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Stevens in order to comply with traditional DNS querying metliodologies and protocols. 

Blanchet in view of Waddington and Stevens do not explicitly show where the 
selecting is by the IPv6 enabled node. 

RFC 3053 shows where the selecting is by the IPv6 enabled node (Section 2 and 
Fig. 1, where said node is represented by RFC 3053's "dual-stack node (user) in Fig. 
1"). 

It would have bee obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to modify the disclosure of Blanchet in view of Waddington and Stevens with 
that of RFC 3053 in order to utilize additional standards developed to ease the transition 
to IPv6 addressing (RFC 3053, pgs. 1 - 2). 

15. Regarding claim 20, Blanchet in view of Waddington, Stevens and RFC 3053 
further show searching a record corresponding to the name of the desired IPv6 connect 
agent from a lookup table; and 

finding the address of the desired IPv6 agent from the record (Stevens, pg. 20). 

16. Regarding claim 22, Blanchet in view of Waddington, Stevens and RFC 3053 
further show wherein the identifier comprises an Internet Protocol Address (Blanchet, 
[42]). 

1 7. Regarding claim 23, Blanchet in view of Waddington, Stevens and RFC 3053 
further show wherein the identifier comprises a Media Access Control address 
(Stevens, pgs. 19-22). 

18. Regarding claim 24, Blanchet in view of Waddington, Stevens and RFC 3053 
further show wherein the identifier comprises a character string (Blanchet, [42]). 



Application/Control Number: 10/729,257 Page 1 1 

Art Unit: 2442 

1 9. Regarding claim 30, Blanchet shows a device comprising: 

a software portion that receives a query identifying an IPv6 enabled node form 
the IPv6 enabled node (Blanchet, Figs. 4, 5, [32] and v4v6, pg. 4) 

a software portion that determines at least one IPv6 connect agent based on an 
Identifier of the IPv6 enabled node included in the query, the IPv6 connect agent 
connecting the IPv6 enabled node to a network containing IPv4 components (Blanchet, 
Figs. 2, 7 and [31,45]) 

a software portion that transmits a list comprising at least one name of the IPv6 
connect agent determined to the IPv6 enabled node (Blanchet, [29, 31-34]) 

a software portion that receives a name of a desired IPv6 connect agent from the 
list (Blanchet, [29, 34] and Fig. 3A item 100). 

Blanchet does not show all of: where the communication is through a DNS server 
and after receiving a name of said server/agent, said DNS server transmitting the 
address of the desired server/agent to the requestor/IPv6 node. 

Waddington shows where the communication is through a DNS server (pg. 139, 

col. 2). 

It would have bee obvious to one of ordinary skill In the art at the time of the 
Invention to modify the disclosure of Blanchet with that of Waddington In order to utilize 
common existing infrastructure, thus easing the difficulties in providing IPv6 migration 
services (Waddington, pg. 139). 

Blanchet in view of Waddington do not explicitly show after receiving a name of 
said server/agent, said DNS server transmitting the address of the desired server/agent 
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to the requestor/IPv6 node. 

Stevens shows after receiving a name of said server/agent, said DNS server 

transmitting the address of the desired server/agent to the requestor/I Pv6 node (pgs. 2, 

10-14). 

It would have bee obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to modify the disclosure of Blanchet in view of Waddington with that of 
Stevens in order to comply with traditional DNS querying methodologies and protocols. 

Blanchet in view of Waddington and Stevens do not explicitly show where the 
selecting is by the IPv6 enabled node. 

RFC 3053 shows where the selecting is by the IPv6 enabled node (Section 2 and 
Fig. 1, where said node is represented by RFC 3053's "dual-stack node (user) in Fig. 
1"). 

It would have bee obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to modify the disclosure of Blanchet in view of Waddington and Stevens with 
that of RFC 3053 in order to utilize additional standards developed to ease the transition 
to IPv6 addressing (RFC 3053, pgs. 1 - 2). 

20. Regarding claim 34, Blanchet in view of Waddington, Stevens and RFC 3053 
further show a software portion that searches a record corresponding to the name of the 
desired IPv6 connect agent from a lookup table; and 

a software portion that finds the address of the desired IPv6 agent from the 
record (Stevens, pg. 20). 
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21 . Regarding claim 35, Blanchet shows a computer readable storage containing a 
program for an IPv6 enabled node, the programming making a computer execute: 

transmitting a query (Blanchet, [32]) identifying the IPv6 enabled node to a server 
(v6v4, pg. 4) 

receiving from the server, a list comprising at least one name of an IPv6 connect 
agent determined by the server based on an identifier of the IPv6 enabled node 
included in the query (where the identifier may be represented by Blanchet's showing of 
including the versions of tunneling protocols supported by the client along with the 
clients IP address; Blanchet, [32-34] and v6v4, pg. 4) the IPv6 connect agent 
connecting the IPv6 enabled node to a network containing IPv4 components (Blanchet, 
Figs. 2, 7 and [31,45]); 

the desired IPv6 connect agent being selected from the list ([29, 34] and Fig. 3A 
item 100); 

engaging in IPv6 communication across the network using the address 
(Blanchet, [29, 45]). 

Blanchet does not show all of: where the communication is through a DNS server 
and transmitting the name of a desired server/agent to the DNS server and receiving an 
address of said server/agent from the DNS server. 

Waddington shows where the communication is through a DNS server (pg. 139, 

col. 2). 

It would have bee obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to modify the disclosure of Blanchet with that of Waddington in order to utilize 
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common existing infrastructure, tlius easing the difficulties in providing IPv6 migration 
services (Waddington, pg. 139). 

Blanchet in view of Waddington do not explicitly show transmitting the name of a 
desired server/agent to the DNS server and receiving an address of said server/agent 
from the DNS server. 

Stevens shows transmitting the name of a desired server/agent to the DNS 
server and receiving an address of said server/agent from the DNS server (pgs. 2, 10- 
14). 

It would have bee obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to modify the disclosure of Blanchet in view of Waddington with that of 
Stevens in order to comply with traditional DNS querying methodologies and protocols. 

Blanchet in view of Waddington and Stevens do not explicitly show where the 
selecting is by the IPv6 enabled node. 

RFC 3053 shows where the selecting is by the IPv6 enabled node (Section 2 and 
Fig. 1, where said node is represented by RFC 3053's "dual-stack node (user) in Fig. 
li- 
lt would have bee obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to modify the disclosure of Blanchet in view of Waddington and Stevens with 
that of RFC 3053 in order to utilize additional standards developed to ease the transition 
to IPv6 addressing (RFC 3053, pgs. 1 - 2). 

22. Regarding claim 40, Blanchet shows a computer readable storage containing a 
program for a server, the computer program making a computer execute: 
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receiving a query identifying an IPv6 enabled node form the IPv6 enabled node 
(Blanchet, Figs. 4, 5, [32] and v4v6, pg. 4) 

determining at least one IPv6 connect agent based on an identifier of the IPv6 
enabled node included in the query, the IPv6 connect agent connecting the IPv6 
enabled node to a network containing IPv4 components (Blanchet, Figs. 2, 7 and 
[31,45]) 

transmitting a list comprising at least one name of the IPv6 connect agent 
determined to the IPv6 enabled node (Blanchet, [29, 31-34]) 

receiving a name of a desired IPv6 connect agent from the list (Blanchet, [29, 34] 
and Fig. 3A item 100). 

Blanchet does not show all of: where the communication is through a DNS server 
and after receiving a name of said server/agent, said DNS server transmitting the 
address of the desired server/agent to the requestor/IPv6 node. 

Waddington shows where the communication is through a DNS server (pg. 139, 

col. 2). 

It would have bee obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to modify the disclosure of Blanchet with that of Waddington in order to utilize 
common existing infrastructure, thus easing the difficulties in providing IPv6 migration 
services (Waddington, pg. 139). 

Blanchet in view of Waddington do not explicitly show after receiving a name of 
said server/agent, said DNS server transmitting the address of the desired server/agent 
to the requestor/IPv6 node. 
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Stevens shows after receiving a name of said server/agent, said DNS server 
transmitting the address of the desired server/agent to the requestor/I Pv6 node (pgs. 2, 
10-14). 

It would have bee obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to modify the disclosure of Blanchet in view of Waddington with that of 
Stevens in order to comply with traditional DNS querying methodologies and protocols. 

Blanchet in view of Waddington and Stevens do not explicitly show where the 
selecting is by the IPv6 enabled node. 

RFC 3053 shows where the selecting is by the IPv6 enabled node (Section 2 and 
Fig. 1, where said node is represented by RFC 3053's "dual-stack node (user) in Fig. 
1"). 

It would have bee obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to modify the disclosure of Blanchet in view of Waddington and Stevens with 
that of RFC 3053 in order to utilize additional standards developed to ease the transition 
to IPv6 addressing (RFC 3053, pgs. 1 - 2). 

23. Regarding claim 44, Blanchet in view of Waddington, Stevens and RFC 3053 
further show searching a record corresponding to the name of the desired IPv6 connect 
agent from a lookup table; and 

finding the address of the desired IPv6 agent from the record (Stevens, pg. 20). 

24. Regarding claim 50, Blanchet shows a service device comprising: 
means for receiving a query identifying an IPv6 enabled node form the IPv6 

enabled node (Blanchet, Figs. 4, 5, [32] and v4v6, pg. 4) 
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means for determining at least one IPv6 connect agent based on an identifier of 
the IPv6 enabled node included in the query, the IPv6 connect agent connecting the 
IPv6 enabled node to a network containing IPv4 components (Blanchet, Figs. 2, 7 and 
[31,45]) 

means for transmitting a list comprising at least one name of the IPv6 connect 
agent determined to the IPv6 enabled node (Blanchet, [29, 31-34]) 

means for receiving a name of a desired IPv6 connect agent from the list 
(Blanchet, [29, 34] and Fig. 3A item 100). 

Blanchet does not show all of: where the communication Is through a DNS server 
and after receiving a name of said server/agent, said DNS server transmitting the 
address of the desired server/agent to the requestor/IPv6 node. 

Waddington shows where the communication is through a DNS server (pg. 139, 

col. 2). 

It would have bee obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to modify the disclosure of Blanchet with that of Waddington in order to utilize 
common existing infrastructure, thus easing the difficulties in providing IPv6 migration 
services (Waddington, pg. 139). 

Blanchet In view of Waddington do not explicitly show after receiving a name of 
said server/agent, said DNS server transmitting the address of the desired server/agent 
to the requestor/IPv6 node. 

Stevens shows after receiving a name of said server/agent, said DNS server 
transmitting the address of the desired server/agent to the requestor/I Pv6 node (pgs. 2, 
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10-14). 

It would have bee obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to modify the disclosure of Blanchet in view of Waddington with that of 
Stevens in order to comply with traditional DNS querying methodologies and protocols. 

Blanchet in view of Waddington and Stevens do not explicitly show where the 
selecting is by the IPv6 enabled node. 

RFC 3053 shows where the selecting is by the IPv6 enabled node (Section 2 and 
Fig. 1, where said node is represented by RFC 3053's "dual-stack node (user) in Fig. 
1"). 

It would have bee obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to modify the disclosure of Blanchet in view of Waddington and Stevens with 
that of RFC 3053 in order to utilize additional standards developed to ease the transition 
to IPv6 addressing (RFC 3053, pgs. 1 - 2). 

25. Regarding claim 50, Blanchet in view of Waddington, Stevens and RFC 3053 
further show means for searching a record corresponding to the name of the desired 
IPv6 connect agent from a lookup table; and 

means for finding the address of the desired IPv6 agent from the record 
(Stevens, pg. 20). 

26. Claims 8 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Blanchet 
in view of Waddington, Stevens as applied to claim 1 above, and further in view of 
Coughlin (US 6,810,411 B1). 
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27. Regarding claim 8, Blancliet in view of Waddington, Stevens show claim 1 . 
Blanchet in view of Waddington, Stevens do not show where the desired IPv6 

connect agent is the one whose name is first received from the DNS server. 

Coughlin shows where the desired IPv6 connect agent is the one whose name is 
first received from the DNS server (Coughlin, col. 10 lines 45 - 67). 

It would have bee obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to modify the disclosure of Blanchet in view of Waddington, Stevens with that 
of Coughlin in order to ensure a DNS server was selected, and when possible, the 
fastest available (i.e., the first to respond) server is selected. 

28. Claim 21 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Blanchet 
in view of Waddington, Stevens and RFC 3053 as applied to claim 20 above, and 

further in view of Kang et al. (US 2003/0074461 A1 ). 

29. Regarding claim 21 , Blanchet in view of Waddington, Stevens and RFC 3053 
show claim 20. 

Blanchet in view of Waddington, Stevens and RFC 3053 do not explicitly show 
using a Naming Authority Pointer Domain Name System resource record. 

Kang shows using a Naming Authority Pointer Domain Name System resource 
record ([8, 22, 31 - 34]). 

It would have bee obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to modify the disclosure of Blanchet in view of Waddington, Stevens and RFC 
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3053 with that of Kang in order to use an additional record, compatible with the DNS 
methodology of the other disclosures, to resolve and lookup hosts (Kang, [8]). 



Conclusion 

Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 
§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to John M. Macllwinen whose telephone number is (571 ) 
272-9686. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 7:30AM - 5:00PM EST; off 
alternate Fridays. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Joon Hwang, can be reached on (571) 272 - 4036. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

John Macllwinen 
(571)272-9686 
/Joon H. Hwang/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 2447 



